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MEMORANDUM.

Petitioners appeal as of right from an order of the Tax Tribunal dismissing this case for
lack of jurisdiction. We affirm. This case is being decided without oral argument under MCR
7.214(E).

Petitioners argue that the Tax Tribuna erred in dismissing their appeal for lack of
jurisdiction on the ground that the appeal was filed before any hearing had been held to confirm
the contemplated special assessments that petitioners seek to challenge. We disagree. Unlessthe
appea involves fraud, we review a Tax Tribuna decision to determine whether it “erred in
applying the law or adopting a wrong legal principle.” Ford Motor Co v Woodhaven, 475 Mich
425, 438; 716 NW2d 247 (2006).

In relevant part, MCL 205.731(a) provides the Tax Tribuna with jurisdiction to review
“a final decision, finding, ruling, determination, or order of an agency relating to . . . specia
assessments . . . .” The procedure for the confirmation of a special assessment roll is established
in MCL 41.726, and MCL 41.726(3) provides, “After the confirmation of the special assessment
roll, al assessments on that assessment roll shal be final and conclusive unless an action
contesting an assessment isfiled in a court of competent jurisdiction within 30 days after the date
of confirmation.” Furthermore, MCL 211.746 provides that a notice of special assessment shall
include a statement regarding the right to “file awritten appeal of the specia assessment with the
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state tax tribunal within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that
special assessment was protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll.”
Because petitioners appealed to the Tax Tribunal before the special assessment roll was filed,
considered, and confirmed, the tribunal properly dismissed the premature appeal for lack of

jurisdiction.
Affirmed.
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